) craspedote, wider than long; mature proglottides with length/width ratio 1/4.1-1/2.8 (1/3.3 ? 0.4, n = 10); gravid proglottides with length/width ratio 1/2.7-1/2.2 (1/2.5 ? 0.2, n = 10). Genital pores irregularly alternating, mainly in short series, e.g.,... 2, 1,2,1, 12, , 4, 4, 1, 1, 1, 11 , 1 , 5, 2, 1, 1, 10, 2, 1, 1, 1, 3, 1, 5, 1, 1, 1, 2, 1, 4, 4, 3, 1, 3; opened in middle of lateral proglottis margin on tall, slightly expressed genital papilla. Genital atria (Fig. 12) infundibular, with well expressed circular musculature of tubular base; 38-48 (43 ? 4, n = 10) deep, with diameter of tubular part 13-20 (16 ? 2, n = 10). Ventral osmoregulatory canals 23-59 (38 ? 14, n = 10) wide; with transverse anastomosis along posterior margin of every proglottis. Dorsal osmoregulatory canals 7-13 (9 ? 2, n = 10) wide. Genital ducts between osmoregulatory canals.
Testes 17-32 (24 ? 3, n = 38, taken from 7 strobila) in number; their number varies in narrower limits in 1 strobila, e.g., 17-22 (n = 6), 19-25 (n = 6), 22-25 (n = 6), 22-27 (n = 6), 24-32 (n = 6); major part of testes (Figs. 8, 9 ) situated in mature proglottides in 2 groups laterally to vitellarium and laterally and posteriorly to ovary wings; single testes occasionally disposed posteriorly and dorsally to vitellarium; testes do not extend laterally beyond longitudinal osmoregulatory canals; vestigial testes might be present along posterior margin of pregravid and gravid proglottides. External vas deferens coiled both ventrally and dorsally to cirrus-sac, covered with single layer of large, intensely stained cells (Fig. 12) ; its diameter 11-28 (18 ? 6, n = 15). Cirrus-sac (Fig. 12) Uterus initially appears in mature proglottides (Fig. 9) as transversely elongate sac along anterior proglottis margin, ventral to ovary; its ends do not cross longitudinal osmoregulatory canals. This sac expands gradually in posterior direction and its posterior margin forms numerous sacculations in postmature proglottides (Fig. 10) . Gravid uterus (Fig.  11) The present study confirms the peculiar structure of the rostellar apparatus of Burhinotaenia spp., characterized by the absence of a saclike rostellar sheath. It is completely different from the rostella of the majority of dilepidid genera, including these of Paricterotaenia, Choanotaenia and Polycercus. According to Bona (1994) , this type of rostellar apparatus, termed as onderstepoortioid, occurs only in the genera Burhinotaenia, Onderstepoortia Ortlepp, 1938, and Spreotaenia Spasskii, 1969. However, Burhinotaenia differs obviously from the latter 2 genera by its strobilar morphology. Therefore, the present study on the new species and its comparison with the types of the type species of Burhinotaenia confirm the opinion of Bona (1994) about the validity of this genus and do not support the generic allocations of its species as proposed by Schmidt (1986) .
The present results are also in agreement with the generic diagnosis of Burhinotaenia proposed by Bona (1994) . However, there is an exception with respect to the structure of the gravid uterus. According to the key of Bona (1994) , the uterine walls of Burhinotaenia are not persistent and the eggs are loose in parenchyma in the final stage of uterine development. In well stained specimens of the new species, the uterine walls are seen up to the end of the development of the organ.
The peculiar scolex structure of Burhinotaenia and the other 2 genera with an onderstepoortioid rostellar apparatus makes questionable their position within the family Dilepididae because most of the genera (including the type genus Dilepis Weinland, 1858) possess rostella with saccular sheaths. The characteristics that the absence of a saccular rostellar sheath, in combination with the saclike uterus without a paruterine organ and the avian host, resemble cestodes of the family Metadilepididae. The metadilepidids are a small family (8 genera) of avian parasites morphologically similar to both Dilepididae and Paruterinidae; they can be distinguished from the former by the absence of a saccular rostellar sheath and the position of the developing uterus dorsal to the ovary, and from the latter by the absence of a paruterine organ (Kornyushin and Georgiev, 1994) . In spite of the similarity of Burhinotaenia with the metadilepidids, it cannot be placed among them because of the ventral position of its uterus to the female glands. It seems that none of the cyclophyllidean families erected up to the moment may harbor the genus Burhinotaenia, but the erection of a new family could be well grounded only as a part of a thorough revision of the order. Therefore, Burhinotaenia is tentatively retained in the Dilepididae pending further revisions ofthe order Cyclophyllidea. In its present composition, the family Dilepididae is a heterogeneous group. This is also the opinion of Bona (1994) who believed that the 100 genera referred to this family do not form a monophyletic assemblage and suggested further studies in order to elaborate a new suprageneric arrangement of the group.
Until now, the species of the genus Burhinotaenia were known only from Europe, Africa, and south Asia (Spasskaya and Spasskii, 1978; Schmidt, 1986) . This is the first record of cestodes of this genus in the New World. 
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